Abstract. We consider the renormalisation of lattice QCD operators with one and two covariant derivatives related to the first and second moments of generalised parton distributions and meson distribution amplitudes. Employing the clover fermion action we calculate their non-forward quark matrix elements in one-loop lattice perturbation theory. For some representations of the hypercubic group commonly used in simulations we determine the sets of all possible mixing operators and compute the matrices of the renormalisation factors in one-loop approximation. We describe how tadpole improvement is applied to the results.
Introduction
Many interesting observables in hadron physics, e.g. (moments of) generalised parton distributions (GPDs) [1] [2] [3] [4] [5] or distribution amplitudes, can be computed from matrix elements of local operators between hadron states. (For an extensive review of GPDs see [6] , for distribution amplitudes see, e.g., [7, 8] .) GPDs, in particular, have attracted a lot of interest in recent years. They parametrise a large class of hadronic correlators, including e.g. form factors and the ordinary parton distribution functions. Thus GPDs provide a formal framework to connect information from various inclusive, semi-inclusive and exclusive reactions. Furthermore they give access to physical quantities which cannot be directly determined in experiments, like e.g. the orbital angular momentum of quarks and gluons in a nucleon (in a given scheme) and the spatial distribution of the energy or spin density of a fast moving hadron in the transverse plane. On the other hand, direct experimental information is limited and additional input is required to obtain a more complete knowledge of GPDs. One important source is lattice QCD, which can provide the relevant hadronic matrix elements [9] [10] [11] [12] [13] .
Compared with moments of ordinary parton distributions, the specific difficulty in the treatment of moments of a e-mail: meinulf.goeckeler@physik.uni-regensburg. de GPDs and distribution amplitudes lies in the fact that the required matrix elements of local operators are no longer forward matrix elements. In general, this circumstance complicates the pattern of mixing under renormalisation, and more extended investigations become necessary.
In a recent publication [14] we have calculated the nonforward quark matrix elements needed for the renormalisation of quark-antiquark operators with two derivatives, which determine the second moments of GPDs, and we have discussed the mixing problem in detail. This calculation was performed in one-loop lattice perturbation theory for the Wilson fermion action.
In the present paper we extend our perturbative calculations to improved fermions using the SheikholeslamiWohlert (clover) action [15] for improving the vertices. We calculate renormalisation factors, but no improvement coefficients. While the general framework is of course the same as for Wilson fermions, the additional clover term in the action leads to a considerable complication of the calculations. A preliminary account of our work has already been given in [16] . Note, however, that a few misprints in [16] will be corrected here.
Let us fix the notation used in our perturbative calculations. We work in Euclidean space and employ the Wilson gauge action together with clover fermions such that the total action is given by
The fermionic part S SW,F has the form [15] S SW,F = 4ra
written in terms of dimensionful massless fermion fields ψ(x). Here a denotes the lattice spacing and the sums run over all lattice sites x and directions µ, ν. All other indices are suppressed. F clover µν is the standard "clover-leaf " form of the lattice field strength (see, e.g., Appendix D in [17] ). The coupling strength of the improvement term is given by c sw . The link matrices U x,µ are related to the gauge field A µ (x) by
where g is the bare gauge coupling and the T c are the generators of the SU (3) algebra. The gauge action for the gluon field A µ (x) is
with
In a perturbative calculation the investigated operators are considered between off-shell quark states. Our calculations are performed in Feynman gauge; the final numbers will be presented for the Wilson parameter r = 1, but for arbitrary values of c sw .
On the lattice the operators are classified according to the irreducible representations τ (l) k of the hypercubic group H(4) (for the notation see, e.g., [18] ). Here l denotes the dimension of the representation and k labels inequivalent representations of the same dimension. In addition our operators will be chosen such that they have definite charge conjugation parity C.
Using clover fermions, quark-antiquark operators with one covariant derivative have been discussed in [19] for forward matrix elements. Because of the constraints imposed by charge conjugation invariance no additional mixing has to be considered in non-forward matrix elements and the renormalisation constants given there can be taken over to the case at hand. We will present them again for completeness and add the corresponding results for operators involving [γ µ , γ ν ], which were not considered in [19] .
In [14] the renormalisation procedure for the case of non-vanishing momentum transfer has been discussed in detail. We will not repeat this discussion here. The matrix of renormalisation and mixing coefficients Z ij (aµ) relating regularised lattice vertex functions Γ L j (p , p, a, g R ) and
with the quark wave function renormalisation constant Z ψ . Here p (p ) denotes the momentum of the incoming (outgoing) quark, the renormalisation scale is µ, the renormalised coupling is denoted by g R , and N is the number of operators which mix in the one-loop approximation.
Operators and mixing
We consider operators with up to two covariant symmetric lattice derivatives
and external ordinary derivatives ∂. In the operator symbols, the derivatives are indicated by superscripts D and ∂. Note that matrix elements of operators which are ordinary derivatives of other operators are simply given by the matrix elements of these other operators multiplied by the appropriate product of components of the momentum transfer.
The quark-antiquark operators with one derivative are given by
Operators such as (9) involving [γ µ , γ ν ] are of interest for tensor GPDs as well as for transversity and we call them transversity operators. They are antisymmetric in the indices µ and ν. For non-chiral fermions, operators (9) and (10) contribute as lower-dimensional operators to mixing in certain operators which determine second moments of GPDs.
As operators with two derivatives we consider
and
We include here also transversity operators with two derivatives:
A detailed description of the operators with two derivatives, their representations and potential mixings is given in [14] . To define the various operators we use the following short-hand notation:
For the first moments we choose the representations and operators (for a more detailed discussion of the transformation under H(4) see [18] ) as in Table 1 .
All operators in Table 1 are multiplicatively renormalisable. These representations exhaust all possibilities for the twist-2 sector in the continuum. Note that in [16] we have erroneously assigned τ and C = −1 to an operator belonging to τ (8) 1 , C = +1. Let us now turn to the second moments and the corresponding twist-2 operators.
First, in the unpolarised case we consider the following sets of mixing operators.
We have 
Now we have
There is one more representation, τ
1 , C = −1, giving twist-2 operators. However, even in forward matrix elements the corresponding operators mix with operators whose dimension is smaller by two. Therefore they are rather unsuitable for numerical simulations and will not be discussed any further.
In the polarised case we consider the following.
We have
2 , C = +1:
Again, there is one more representation giving twist-2 operators. Here it is τ (4) τ (3) 2 , C = −1:
3 , C = −1:
In this case
2 , C = −1:
The representations (22), (23) and (24) exhaust all possibilities for transversity operators of twist 2 which have a mixing matrix of size 2 × 2 only. Other representations have more complicated mixing patterns.
One-loop calculation
We calculate the matrix elements of the operators in oneloop lattice perturbation theory in the infinite volume limit following Kawai et al. [20] . Details of the computational procedure, in particular the Feynman rules, are given in [14] .
First moment
Since mixing is absent we need no matrix indices for the renormalisation constants and use the general form
where the finite piece B depends on c sw and the (one-loop) anomalous dimension γ is given by
3 , τ
1 , τ
4 , τ
4 , 2 forτ
1 .
For the operators in Table 1 we have (results for τ
1 , τ (6) 4 and τ (3) 4 are taken from [19] ) the expressions of Table 2 . 
Second moment
We write the matrix of renormalisation constants in the generic form
The superscript (m) with m = I, II distinguishes the realisations I and II of the covariant derivatives, which are explained in Appendix A of [14] . In the first case the momentum transfer "acts" at the position x associated with the operator, where we define for one covariant derivative
We have set the Dirac matrix in the operator equal to the unit matrix for simplicity. Realisation I leads to
Alternatively (realisation II), q can be applied at the point half way between theψ and ψ fields:
1 B
(0,m) ij has been denoted by c (m) ij in [14] .
In the case of two covariant derivatives we have for realisation II
and realisation I is obtained from (32) as
We get the following results.
2 , C = −1 :
In this case we have the mixing operators (18) . The corresponding 2 × 2 mixing matrices are 
The matrix B (I,II) shows a rather small coefficient for the mixing between the operators O DD {124} and O ∂∂ {124} . Thus it may be justified to neglect the mixing in practical applications, where µ = 1/a.
The operators mixing with O 1 are given in (19) . First we consider the operators of the same dimension O 1 , . . . , O 7 . To one-loop accuracy the operator O 7 does not contribute, because its Born term vanishes, and we have to consider the following mixing set:
The anomalous dimension matrix is 
and the finite parts of the mixing matrix are given by (in doublets the upper number belongs to type I, the lower to type II of the realisation of the lattice covariant derivative) 
The matrices B (k,I,II) show sizeable coefficients for the mixing of O 1 with other operators, especially with O 2 containing two external ordinary derivatives.
There is also a possible mixing between O 1 and the lower-dimensional operator O 8 in (19) . Indeed, we find in the one-loop approximation that the vertex function of O 1 contains a term ∝ 1/a:
This mixing leads to a contribution which diverges like the inverse lattice spacing in the continuum limit. Thus the perturbative calculation of the mixing coefficient is not reliable and the operator O 8 has to be subtracted nonperturbatively from the operator O 1 .
3 , C = +1 :
In this case we have to consider the operators in (20 
As in the case of the operator O DD {124} above, the mixing coefficient is rather small.
First we discuss the mixing of operators of the same dimension in (21) . The set of contributing operators is found to be
As in the case of the operator O 1 , one operator -here O 
The anomalous dimension matrix is the same as for the operators without γ 5 ; see (39). Again, some of the mixing coefficients are non-negligible. The mixing between O 5 1 and O 5 3 is present also in the forward case. We also find mixing with a lower-dimensional operator, in this case it is the operator O 
For the operators (22) the matrix of anomalous dimensions is given by
and the finite contributions are
3 , C = −1 :
The operators (23) have the same anomalous dimension matrix, (52), as the previous case. For the finite pieces we obtain
We find for the case (24) the finite mixing contributions
with the anomalous dimension matrix (52).
Tadpole improvement
It is well known that many results of (naive) lattice perturbation theory do not agree very well with their counterparts determined from Monte Carlo calculations. One main reason for these discrepancies is the appearance of gluon tadpoles, which are typical lattice artefacts. They turn the bare coupling g into a poor expansion parameter. As a remedy the so-called tadpole (or mean field) improvement has been proposed [21] , a rearrangement of the perturbative series making use of the variable u 0 , the fourth root of the measured value of the plaquette,
Its value depends on the coupling g 2 = 6/β where it has been measured.
In case of mixing the tadpole improvement works as follows. Scaling the link variables U µ with u 0
one finds an expression for the vertex function Γ j of an operator O j containing n j covariant derivatives which is of the form
) is expected to have a better converging perturbative expansion, which is obtained by inserting the expansions of u −n j 0 and Γ j (U µ (x)). To oneloop accuracy, u 0 is given by
Note that at the one-loop level we do not have to distinguish between g and g R in the perturbative expressions. The exponent of u 0 depends on j because in general the mixing operators have different numbers of covariant derivatives (see, e.g., (18) or (19)). An external ordinary derivative (∂) does not provide a factor of u 0 . Taking into account the mean field value for the wave function renormalisation constant for massless Wilson and clover fermions,
the mean field Z factor for each operator O j contributing to the mixing reads
and the tadpole improved matrix of renormalisation constants is given by
Additionally, we replace the parameters g and c sw by their "boosted" counterparts:
Combining (27), (68) and (69) we obtain for the tadpole improved matrix in one-loop order
Let us exemplify the impact of tadpole improvement in some typical cases. We choose µ = 1/a, c sw = 1 + O(g 2 ) and u 0 = 0.8778 corresponding to quenched calculations at β = 6. For operators with one covariant derivative the tadpole improvement procedure is rather simple. Because n 1 = 1 the only effect consists in replacing in (25) and Table 2 c sw by c TI sw and g by g TI . For the operators belonging to the representation τ (6) 3 , e.g., we get
The operators for the second moments of GPDs are a bit more involved. First we consider the simple mixing O
5,DD

{124} ↔ O
5,∂∂
{124} ; see (20) . Without tadpole improvement we obtain the mixing matrix of renormalisation constants as
The tadpole improved result is
It is instructive to compare the one-loop corrections for the renormalisation constants, i.e. B 
Equations (74) and (75) show that the one-loop corrections on the diagonal have been reduced significantly. This is in accordance with the aims of tadpole improvement.
The same procedure can be applied to the more complicated set O 1 , . . . , O 6 (τ (8) 1 , C = −1) from (19) . We obtain for the unimproved case the mixing matrix of renormalisation constants (lattice covariant derivative type m = I) as 
The tadpole improved result reads 
The renormalisation and mixing matrices for all other cases can be treated analogously. They show a similar behaviour: The 2 × 2 matrices exhibit rather small mixing coefficients, the other 6 × 6 problem (21) is almost identical to the example discussed above.
Summary
In this paper we have considered quark-antiquark operators needed for the computation of the first two moments of GPDs and meson distribution amplitudes within the framework of lattice QCD. In one-loop lattice perturbation theory we have calculated the non-forward quark matrix elements of these operators employing clover improved Wilson fermions and Wilson's plaquette action for the gauge fields. From the results we have evaluated the matrices of renormalisation and mixing coefficients in the MS-scheme. For the operators with only one derivative (relevant for the first moments) we could take over the numbers obtained for the first moments of ordinary parton distributions. The results for the second moments generalise the numbers calculated with Wilson fermions [14] . The general conclusions concerning the mixing properties remain unchanged.
If there is only mixing between one operator with two covariant derivatives D and one operator with two external derivatives ∂, the mixing coefficient turns out to be rather small. In the two cases (19) and (21) (21) as the operator to be measured in a numerical simulation, we find in each case mixing with a lower-dimensional operator (cf. (43) and (51)). This could lead to difficulties, because 1/a effects are hard to get under control. For overlap fermions, however, these mixings with lower-dimensional operators of different chirality would be absent.
Additionally, we have discussed tadpole improvement with special attention to mixing operators. We have given the general prescription for mean field improvement and have shown how it works for selected examples.
